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Exhibit List

Letter from Dynegy Midwest Generation, LLC to Edwin C. Bakowski at the Illinois
Environmental Protection Agency, Vermilion Power Station: Notice of Permanent
Retirement (November 30, 2011).

Map of the DMG power stations superimposed on a map of the Illinois air monitoring
stations.

Table containing information about the power stations (number of employees, emissions,
controls, etc.)

1llinois Environmental Protection Agency, 40th Annual Air Quality Report llinois 2010
(December 2011), pp. 34-42 (information regarding air monitoring stations in Illinois).

Letter from Dynegy Midwest Generation, Inc. to Raymond Pilapi at the [Jlinois
Environmental Protection Agency, Notice of Intent to Participate in MPS (November 26,
2007).

Letter from Dynegy Inc. to Congressman Bobby Rush, EPA’s Cross-State Air Pollution
Rufe (September 12, 2011).

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Assessment of Impact of Consent Decree Annual
Tonnage Limits on (' SAPR Allocations, TSD, Docket ID No. EPA-HQ-OAR-2011-049]
(October 4, 2011).

Table containing supporting calculations regarding reductions from outages.

Table containing estimated 2012-2014 emissions based upon the MPS emission rates
applied to 2007-2010 average heat input.

Letters from MISO, Inc. to Daniel P. Thompson at Dynegy Midwest Generation, LLC
(October 20, 2011, and January 12, 2012) (approving retirement of certain units).

lllinois Environmental Protection Agency, Technical Support Document for Best
Available Retrofit Technology Under the Regional Haze Rule, AQPSTR 09-06 (Apni 29,
2011), pp. 22-27, Appendix C.

Letter from Laurel Kroack, Illinois Environmental Protection Agency, to Cheryl
Newton, U.S. Eavironmental Protection Agency, Region S (June 2, 2011) (SO, NAAQS
designation recommendations).
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EXHIBIT 1

Letter from Dynegy Midwest Generation, LL.C to
Edwin Bakowski, Illinois EPA

Notice of Permanent Retirement of the
Vermilion Power Station

(November 30, 2011)
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Dynagy Midweat Generation, LLC
804 Plerce Boulevard
O'Fallon, IL 682289

B3

DYNEGY

November 30, 2011

Mr. Edwin C. Bakowski, PE

Permit Section Manager

Dlvision of Air Pollution Control, Bureau of Alr
Ifincis Environmental Protection Agency
1021 North Grand Avenue East

Springfleld, IL 62734

Re: Vermlllon Power Station, Facility [D No. 183814AAA
Notice of Permanent Retirement

Dear Mr. Bakowski:

Dynegy Midwest Generatlon, LLC {(DMG) hereby notifles the lillinols Environmental Protactlon Agency,
Bureau of Air that it has permanently retired Vermilion Power Station {Facility ID No. 183814AA4A), effective
November 17, 2011. This permanent retirement affects all emission units at the facility.

DMG therefore requests withdrawal and termination of all alr permits and associated pending applications
for Vermllion Power Statlon. A listing of the permits and pending applications to be withdrawn and
terminated Is attached.

DMG has concluded that It is not obligated to pay CAAPP permlt fees for Vermilion Power Statlon for pertods
after November 17, 2011, since the facllity’s allowable alr emlssions become zero as of that date. (Section
39.5(18)(a){i){A) of the Environmental Protectlon Act). The facillty’s actual emisslons have been near zero
since March 24, 2011, when the last generating unit was mothballed. . . . e g

DMG also notlfies IEPA that It will not submit perlodic reports documenting the Versillon facllity’s
compliance with the Hlinois Mercury Rule (35 IAC Part 225, Subpart B} for periods after November 17, 2011.
In addition, the two generating units at Vermlllon will no longer be Included in DMG’s Multi-Pollutant
Standards (MPS) Group as of November 17, 2011.

If you have questions regarding thls submittal, please contact Rick Diericx at 618-206-5512.

Sincerely,

Attachment



Electronic Filing - Received, Clerk's Office, 06/08/2012
*ARFFFPCB2012-135 ¥ *xx*

Attachment

Listing of Alr Permits and Assoclated Pendling Appllcations for Vermilion Power Statlon (Ifaclllty ID No.
183814AAA) for Withdrawal and Termination Due To Permanent Facillty Retlrement

Permits
Permit/Application _
Number Permhit '_rype Subfect Date lssu_ed_
Power Plant/Electrical Power Generation (Note:
[ Title v this permit was stayed by Board Order of the Niinals '
95030050 Title V/CAAPP Pollution Control Board dated Februory 16, 2606, Case No, 9/29/2005
PCB 06-73) : ,

Baghouse and Sorbent Injection System for

06030002 Constructlon Units 2 and 2 (Note; portions of this permit were 5/30/2006
ayed by Board Order of the Ilinols Polfution Control

2ard dated October 18, 2006, Case No. PCB 05-194)
Vermllion Units 1 and 2 Low Sulfur Coal

I 05030030 Construction Conversion/Pallution Control Project 4/06/203_5__
02050021 Construction_ Dry Fly Ash Handling System o 8/07/2002
. Installation of New Flue Gas Conditioning 2
02030012 __cjrls_ti_l_]ftlon Systems for Unlts 2 and 2 | 4/22/2002
| 01070013 Construction | NOx Emlssion Reductlon Project | 2/21/2003
| T
_ | '
| 13020943 Operating Coal Handling ard Storage 6/21/1 _
73020325 Cperating _ Vermilion Gas Turbine | 3/29/1993 |
73020948 ¢ dera ng_ | Standby Steam ¢ ation | 2/09/1998
73020841 { sera ng Vermition Fuel Tanks . 9/28/1994
73020064 Jperating Vermilion Ur* ) _11/25/1997
L 73020067 J!_ Nuerating _ ; Vermition Unit 2 _ _ | 11/25/1997
Pending Applications
. Sublect . ! Date Submitted
_CAAPP Renewal Appiication ' 12/28/2009
icatl
CAAPP A.menf_fment Application (incorporate new baghouse and 6/27/2008
sorbent injection system) ]
AAPP licati i } f
CAAPP Amendment Application (incorporate requirements o 11/21/2008
Consent Decree) i -
—_ _ 1 -
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EXHIBIT 2

Map of DMG Power Stations
Superimposed on a Map of the
Illinois Air Monitoring Stations
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EXHIBIT 3

Table of Information About
Each of the Power Stations



Electronic Filing - Received, Clerk's Office, 06/08/2012

*% % * PCB 20]2-135 * * * % *

Power Stations and Units Comprising the MPS Group
(} 104.204(b))

Addre . Boilers and Sizes Pollution Emissions in Rate | Permits issued, issuance dates,
Number of Cc_mtrol | and Tons P(zar Year | application nu'mbers, a.ndsolher
Employees Equipment (tpy) relevant information

\ A |
" Baldwin Gnergy Complex (Site 1.D. No. 15785 [AAA)
10901 Baldwin Roud | Luit | Uit 2 Unit 3 1 : Lo | State Operating Permits: o '
Baldwin, FL 62217 FA S o o, w o1 I/mmBuy,
Randolph Counly 1t Load Net 1.oad Net Load DA (scrubber), T Tipy. Unit 1
Baldwin Township G0 MW 600 MW 600 MW Baghouse, and 11p NOx: 0.05 Ib/mmBtu, Issued Avgust |7, 2000
control, 1,102 mpy. Application No. 73010750
199 employees Cyclone Cycione Tangentiaily PM.: 0.04 Ib/mmBtu,
Fired Butler | Fired Boile  Fired Boiler  Unit 3 876 py. Unit 2
wi Wet w/ Wet ~/ Dry | Low-NO, Hg: 1.61 Ib/TBtu, 0.032 | Issued August 11, 2000
Bottom Ash | lortom Ash | Boitom Ash | Burners, OFA, py. Application No. 73010751
LESP,
(7/13/1970)  (5/2)/1973) | (6/20/1975) = SDA (scrubber), 7 2 Unit 3
Baghouse, and o 041 Ib/mmBru, Issued June 26, 1997
ACI. 9,430 tpy. Application No. 75040091
NOx: 0.05 lb/mmBtu,
1,213 .
we: SDA and Pii: 0.03 1b/mmBtu, Construction Permits:
B house for Unit 722 (py.
« by Hg: 1.03 Ib/TBtu, 0.024 | [ssued March 3, 2008
opentianal by DYy, Application No. 07110065
£2 31 2012, Baghouse, Scrubber, and Sorbent
Injection Systems for Uinit 3;
Llnig R Appealed April 9, 2008 (PCB 08-66)
80,1 .16 I'mmBu, Partia Stay Granted May 15, 2008 |

VOFA = Ovg, i A $ e — Selective Catalylic Reduction, ESP — Electrostatic Precipilator, | 'GUC -- Fiue Gas Conditioning, SDA — Spray Dryer Absorber, ACH —
Activated Ci © n lnjection

T Caleulations are hased on Janyary 1. 2010 through December 31, 2011 averaging. Heat inputs were measured by the unit's continuous emission monitaring system.
[Mercury ind PM cmission rites were tiken Tron 2000 and 2001 DAPC Annual Fmission Repits g

Only the significant air permils for the main boilers are identificd. DMG has reccived other operating permils and construction permits for the Stations lor projects and
cquipment not relevant to the petition.

Table i -1
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Power Stations and Units Comprising the MPS Group

Address Boilers and Sizes

Number of
Employees

(§ 104.204(b))
Pollution Emissions in Rate Permits issued, issuance dates,
Control and Tons Per Year | application numbers, and other

Equipment' (tpy) relevant information®

Baldwin Energy Complex (Site 1.D. No. I57851AAA)

3,477 py.

NOx: 0.09 Ib/mmBtu,
1,951 tpy.

PM: 0.004 lb/mmBtuv,
86 tpy.

Hg: 0.94 1b/TBt, 0.02

ipy.

Issued June 19, 2008

Application Ng. 08020073
Baghouse, Scrubber, and Sorbent
Injection Systems for Units 1 and 2;
Appealed July 29, 2008 (PCB 09-9)
Partial Stay Granted August 21, 2008

CAAPP Permit:

Submitted September 6, 1995
Application No. 95090026

lssued September 29, 2005

Expires September 29, 2010

Appealed November 3, 2005 (PCB 06-
063)

Stayed February 16, 2006

Table | - ii
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Power Stations and Units Comprising the MPS Group

(§ 104.204(b))

Opposed [lorizentally Fired Boiler

79 employees w/ Dry Boltom Ash

(6/22/1978)

SDA (scrubber},
Baghouse, and
ACL

Note: SDA for
Unit 6 is to be
operational by
12/31/2012.

Table 1 - iii

PM: 0.001 IbAnmBtu, 9

py.
Hg: 0.25 Ib/TBtu, 0.045
py.

Address Boilers and Sizes Pollution Emissions in Rate | Permits issued, issuance dates,
Control and Tons Per Year  application numbers, and other
Number of Equi ¢! (tpy)* levant inf tion’
Employees | quipmen tpy) relevant information
Havana Power Station (Site 1.D. No. 125804AAB)
15260 North Unit 6 (Boiler 9) Ubit 6 Unit 6 ,perate I
State Route 78 Low-NO, Burmners, | SO»: 0.42 Ib/mmBhu,
Havana, IL 62644 Net Load OFA, SCR, 7,641 tpy. Unit 6 {Boiler 9)
Mason County 424 MW Hot-side ESP w/ NOx: 0.05 Ib/mmBtu, lssued March 22, 2000
Havana Township FGC, 8606 1py. Application No. 781 10004

Construction Permits:

Issued April 16, 2007

Application No. 07010031

Baghouse, Scrubber, and Sorbent
Injection Systems for Unit 6;

Appealed August 22, 2007 (PCB 07-115)
Partial Stay Granted October 4, 2007

CAAPP Permit:

Submitted September 7, 1995
Application No. 95090053

Issued September 29, 2005

Expires September 29, 2010

Appealed November 3, 2005 (PCB 06~
07)

Stayed¢ February 16, 2006
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Power Stations and Units Comprising the MPS Group

(§ 104.204(b))

Table § - iv

Address Boilers and Sizes Pollution Emissions in Rate Permits issued, issuance dates,
Number of o C(:mtrol tl and To::s I’gr Year appllcalnon r;t&mfbers, ?indaother
Employees quipmen (tpy) relevant information

l
Hennepin Power Station (Site 1.D. No. 155010AAA)
13498 E. 800 St. [ Cnit | Unit 2 Unit] w12 | State Operating Permit:
Henrnepin, 1. 61327 OFA, &SP, 50, 0.50 Ib/mmBtu,
Putnam County Net Load Net Load Baghouse, and 6,117 tons/yr. Unijt !
ITenncpin Township 70 MW 221 MW ACL NOx: 0.13 1b/mmBty, Issued September 30, 2002
1,609 tpy. Apptication No. 73010752
61 employees Tangentially Fired | Tangentially Fired | Unit 2 PM: 0.0085 Ib/mmBlu,
_ Boiler w/ Dry Boiler w/ Dry Low-NO, Burners, | 105 tpy. Unit 2
Bottom Ash Bottom Ash OFA, ESP, Hg: 045 Ib/TBa, Issued September 30, 2002
Baghouse, and 0.0055 tpy. Application No. 73010721
(6/1/1953) (5/14/1959) ACL.

Construction Permits:

[ssued May 29, 2007

Application No. 07020036

Baghouse and Sorbent Injection Systems
for Units | and 2;

Appealed October 4, 2008 (PCB 07-123)
Partial Stay Granted November 1, 2007

CA PPPe nit:

Submitted September 7, 1995
Application No. 95090052

Issued September 29, 2005

Expires Seplember 29, 2010

Appealed November 3, 2005 (PCB 06-
072)

Stayed February 16, 2006
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Power Stations and Uwrits Comprising the MPS Group
(§ 104.204(b))

Address Boilers and Sizes Pollution Emissions in Rate Permits issued, issuance dates,
Number of . thntrol . and Tox:s Pgr Year applicalﬁon I:;u_mfbers: ::.ndjother
Employees quipmen (tpy) relevant information

Vermilion Power Station {(Site [.D. No. 183814AAA) -- Vermilion Peawver Station was permanently retired in November 203 | and the permits identified below
have been withdrawn

1018, 12150 * Unit ) Unit 2 it | [T State Jp.. R
Nortn Road | fating OFA, N | Ib/mmBrtu, Unit 1
Oakwuod, Il 61858 Net [Load Net [.oad 1:SP, 1.310 tpy lssued Novermber 25, 1997
Crawford County MW 99 MW Bagliouse, ind NOx: 0.25 Ib/mmBtu, A Jication N ?56'20064
Pilot Township AClL 634 tpy. pplication INo.
o langentially Fired | Tangentially Fired PM: 0.003 Ib/mmBru, 7 .
Boiler w/ Dry Roiler w/ Dry Vit 2 ipy. iUmli N ber 25. 1997
3 employees Bottom Asli Botiom Ash Low- N, Burners, | Hg: 0.64 1b/1 Biu, 0.002 :\u:. .pve;‘\? e;BOiODGB
| OFA. I'SP, py. | pplication No.
(5/19/1955) (11/25/1956) Baghouse, and
ACL

Construction Permits:

[ssucd May 30, 2006

Application Na. 0603002

Bagh and Sorbent Injection Systermns
for Uni ! and?2;

Appealed Oc ' 3,2006 (PCI3 06-194)
Partial Stay (.. ... Ictober 19, 2006

CAAPP Permil:

Submitted September 7. 1995
Application Neo. 95090050

[ssued September 29, 2005

Expires September 29,2010

Appealed November 3, 2005 (PCB 06-
073)

Stayed February 16, 2006
L | _ T

Table | -v
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Power Stations and Units Comprising the MPS Group

(§ 104.204(b))

Note: The Unit 4
Hg control system
is to be
opcrational in
2013.

Umt 5

SO, 0.50 Ib/mmBtu,
7,054 tpy

NOx: 0.15 Ib/mmBty,
2,103 tpy.

PM: 0.0:3 Ib/mmBtu,
185 1py.

Hg: 1.23 Ib/TBtu, 0.018

py

Table | - vi

Address Boilers and Sizes Pollution Emissions in Rate Permits issued, issuance dates,
Control and Tons Per Year | application numbers, and other
Number of Eauipment' (tpy)’ | tinf tion®
Employees quipmen tpy) relevant information
Wood River Power Station (Site [.D. No. 119020AAE)
#1 Chessen Lanc 1t 4 Unit 5 nit 4 I Unit 4 ' Sta «  ating Permil_: ———
Afron, TL. 62002 | Low-NO, Burners, S, 0.51 /mmBtuy,
Madison County I Net Load Net Load OFA, and ESP w/ 2,107 tpy. Unit 4
Alton Township 85 MW 372 MW FGC (as nceded).  NOx: 0.13 Ib/mmBtu, Issued April 19, 2002
517 tpy. Application No. 73020062
90 employees Tangentially Fired | Tangentially Fired | Unit$ PM: 0.0235 Ib/mmBtu,
Boiler w/ Dry Boiler w/ Dry Low-NO, Burners, | 876 tpy. Unit 5
Bottom Ash Bottom Ash OFA, ESP, and Hg: 4.9 1b/TBtu, 0.02 [ssued March 10, 1997
ACL tpy. Application No. 73010719
(6/1/1954) (7/31/1964)

Construction Permits:

[ssued June 12, 2008

Application No. 08020011

Sorbent [njection System for Unit §;
Appealed July 21, 2008 (PCB 09-6)
Partial Stay Granted August 21, 2008

CAAPP Permit:

Submitted September 7, 1995
Application No. 95090096

{ssued September 29, 2005

Expires September 29, 2010

Appealed November 3, 2005 (PCB 06-
074)

Stayed February 16, 2006
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EXHIBIT 4

Table of Information About the
Hlinois Air Quality Monitoring Stations
Closest to the DMG Power Stations

and

Excerpts from the
2010 Ilinois EPA Air Quality Report
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DMG Power Station Name AQS ID Address Equipment
Hickory Grove &
Baldwin Energy Complex  |IEPA Trailer 17-157-0001  [Fallview, Houston |0O3; PM2.5; SO2
Havana Power Station Fire Station #3 17-179-0004  [272, Derby, Pekin [S0O2
PM10 (continuous);
308 Portland Ave., |PM2.5; PM2.5 AQI;
Hennepin Power Station 17-098-0007 |Qglesby 502; Wind System
Booker T,
Washington 606 E. Grove
Vermition Power Station Elementary School|17-019-0004  |Road, Champaign | O3; PM2.5
Clara Barton 409 Main Street,
Elementary School|17-118-0008  |Alton 03
. . 1700 Annex. St.
Wood River Power Station |, s pental Glinic 17-119-2000  |Alton PM2.5
Water Treatment 54 N. Walcott, Q3; PM10;PM2.5;
Plant 17-119-3007  |Wood River S02;TSP Pb, Metals

SUMMARY OF NEAREST IEPA MERCURY MONITORING LOCATIONS

DMG Power Station Name AQS D Address Equipment
Northbrook Water 750 Dundee Road,

Baldwin Energy Complex | Plant 17-031-4201  Northbrook SPMS - Hg, TOX, TSP
Northbrook Water 750 Dundee Road,

Havana Power Station Plant 17-031-4201 Northbrook SPMS - Hg, TOX, TSP
Noithbrook Water 750 Dundee Read,

Hennepin Power Station Plant 17-031-4201 Northbrook SPMS - Hg, TOX, TSP
Northbrook Water 750 Dundee Road,

Vemnilion Power Station Plant 17-031-4201 Northbrook SPMS - Hg, TOX, TSP
Northbrook Water 750 Dundee Road,

Wood River Power Station |Plant 17-031-4201 Northbrook SPMS - Hg, TOX, TSP
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EXHIBIT §

Letter from Dynegy Midwest Generation, LLC to
Raymond Pilapil, Illinois EPA

Notice of Intent to Participate in the MPS

(November 26, 2007)



Electronic Filing - Received, Clerk's Office, 06/08/2012
*ARFFFPCB2012-135 ¥ *xx*

Keith mMcfarland
Vice President
Midwest Fleet Opecations
Oynegy Generatlon
A Divislon of Dynegy Inc
38g0 North lllinols Steect
Swansea, lHinois 62326

»
=
DYNEGY

November 26, 2007

Mr. Raymond Pilapil

Manager

Compliance & Rnforcement Section
Illinois EPA

Bureau of Air

PO Box 19276

Springfield, Itlinois 62794-9276

Re: CAIR Rule - 35IAC 225
Notice of Intent to Participate in MPS

Dear Mr. Pilapil:

Dynegy Midwest Generation, Inc. (DMGQG) is giving notice of its intent to elect its units in the
Multi-Pollutant Standards group as per Section 225.233 as its means of complymg with Subpart
B of Part 225. The following information accompanies this notification:

1. The identification of each EGU that will be complying with this Subpart B by means of
the multi-pollutant standards contained in this Section, with evidence that the owner has
identified all EGUs that it owned in Illinois as of July 1, 2006 and which commenced
commercial operation on or before December 31, 2004;

2. The Base Emission Rates for the EGUSs, with copies of supporting data ang calculations;

3. A summary of the current control devices installed and operating on each EGU and
identification of the additional control devices that will likely be needed to cornply with
emission control requirements of this Section, including identification of each EGU in the
MPS group that will be addressed by subsection (¢)(1)}(B) of this Section, with
information showing that the eligibility criteria for this subsection (b) are satisfied.

This information is in the attachments to this letter. Attachment 1 lists all the units (EGU5s)
owned by Dynegy Midwest Generation, Inc. that utilize coal in Illinois. All of the units were
owned before July 1, 2006 and began operation before December 31, 2004. Attachment 2 lists
the Base Emission Rate for the EGUs (values from 2003, 2004 and 200S). Attachment 3 givesa
table of the control devices currently installed and future installations. Future installations are
indicated with a proposed date. EGUs addressed by subsection (¢){1)(B) are identified along
with gross generation and percent generation of the MPS group.
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This letter also serves as notice under 225.270 and 40CFR Part 75.61 that Hennepin (ORIS 892)
Unit 1 and Unit 2 are served and monitored by a common stack. Vermilion (ORIS 897) Unit 1
and Unit 2 are also served and monitored by a common stack.

"I am authorized to make this submission on behalf of the owners and operatars of the NOX
Budget sources or NOX Budget units for which the submission is made. I cerfify under penalty of
law that I have personally examined, and am familiar with, the statements and mformation
submitted in this document and all iis attachments. Based on my inquiry of those individuals with
primary responsibility for obtaining the information, I certify that the statements and information
are o the best of my knowledge and belief true, accurate, and complete. I am aware that there
are significant penalties for submitiing false statements and information or omitting required
Statemenis and informanion, including the possibility of fine or imprisonment. '’

Sincerely,
DYNEGY MIDWEST GENERATION, INC.

Keith A. McFarlard

Vice President
Midwest Fleet Operations

Attachments
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Attachment 1

EGUs owned by Dynegy Midwest Generation, Inc. and elected for MPS

Station Unit ID | ORIS | Date of Commercial Gross Generation |
Operation (GMW)
Baldwin 1 889 /13770 624
Baldwin 2 889 5121773 629
Baidwin 3 889 6/20/75 629
Havana 9 891 6/22/78 487
Hennepin | 892 &/1/53 81
Hennepin 2 892 5/14/59 240
Vermilion 1 897 5/19/55 84
Vermilion 2 897 S/25/56 113
Wood River * 4 898 6/1/54 105
Wood River 5 898 7/31/64 383
Total Generation 3375

' Gross Generation as listed in the Consent Decree.

! The Gross Generalion for Woad River Unit jn{ is less than 4% of the tolal Gross Generation for
the MPS group (225.233 (¢)(1)(b))
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Attachment 2

Base Emission Rates and calculations

Ib/mmBtu Tons mmBtu

2003 2004 2005 2003 2004 2005 2003 2004 2005
Seasonal
NOx 0.208 0102 0.087 9704 3824 4360 | 92894368 740936571 90783684
Annusl
NOx 0,261 0.295 0.096 | 28455 23281 10639 | 218427022 2186383263 221703763
Annual
S02 0.5683 0.562 0.401 | 83822 680806 54394 | 218427022 216383283 221703763

Values taken from IEPA handout which indicates values obtained from USEPA Clean Air
Markets Division

Average Values
Program Average Rate Reduction Limit
Seasonal NOx 0.133 20% 0.108
Annual NOx 0.161 48% 0.099
Annuaif 802 P1 2013-2014 0.545 66% 0.240
Annua) SO2 P2 0.545 856% 0.191
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Attachment 3

Table of Control Devices

Station UnitID | ESP Fabric Fitter | SCR | Spray Dryer | ACI
Absorber
Baldwin 1 X 2011 X 201} 2009
Baldwin 2 X 2012 X 2012 2009
Baldwin 3 X 2010 2010 2009
Havana 9 X 2009 X 2009 - 2010 2009
Hennepin 1 X 2008 2009
Hennepin 2 X 2008 2009
Vermilion 1 X X X
Yermilion 2 X X X
Wood Rlver® | 4 X
Wood River 5 X 2009

X = Device currently installed
Future installation indicated by date of anticipated operation.

3 Wood River Unit 4 (ORIS 898) is electing to use (c)(1)(b) of Subpart B of Part 225.233
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EXHIBIT 6

Letter from Dynegy Inc. to
Bobby Rush, U.S. Congressman

EPA’s Cross-State Air Pollution Rule

(September 12, 2011)
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Frcmulfl g lel Exetultve Cifinpr

1000 Lo Sfreet, Suite 5300
Housion, Texas 77002

Fhane 713.767.0907 - Fax 713.356.2019 .oy
roderl. ¢ lexo ~@dyrnegy.com )

September 12, 2011

Hon. Bobhy Rush, Ranking Member
Energy and Power Subcommitiee
Committee on Energy and Commerce
{1.S. House of Representatives

2268 Rayburn House Office Building
Washington, D.C. 20513

Re: EPA’s Cross-State Air Pollution Rule
Dear Congressman Rush:

We undersiond that the Energy and Power Subcornmitiee will be holding a hearing on Sept. 14
on FPA power-sector rules, including the Cross-State Air Pollution Rule (CSAPR). and
reliability concerns. CSAPR, as you know, is a Clean Air Act rule focusing on interstate air
emissions from electric generating units. We wanted 10 offer the following remarks for the
record in order to make clear the position of Dynegy Inc on CSAPR. While we would note that
the rule can be improved through technical corrections, we are supportive of the rale.

We fully understand the perception that the rule works some unfaimess on certain business
interests. However, we want you to know that this i$ not a uniformly-held position in the power
seclor, rather, it is a reflection of particular investment decisions. Having made different
decisions (particularly with respect o our Illinois facilifies), we have made substantial capital
investments in state-of-the-art air pollution control devices. Any efforts to delay or derail
CSAPR would undermine the reasonable, investment-backed expectations of Dynegy.

As an [llinois constituent, Dynegy provides wholesalc power, capacity and ancillary services o
utilities, cooperatives, municipalities and other energy companies in six states in our key U.S.
regions of the Midwest, the Northeast and the West Coast. Dynegy's power generation porifolio
consists of approximately 11,600 megawatts of baseload. intermediate and peaking power plants
fueled by a mix of coal, fuel oil and patural gas. Our geographic, dispatwch and fuel diversity
contibute (o a portfolio thal is well-positioned to capitalize on regional differences in power
prices and weather-dniven demand to the benefit of consurners and businesses.
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The orderly and predictable implementation of CSAPR actually removes business uncertainty tn
the electric power sector thal was created wheo the federal courts invalidated the forerunner to
CSAPR known as the Clean Air Interstate Rule. Like other capital-imensive industries, the
power sector thrives and creates jobs ip situations of certainty. In our case, CSAPR allows
competitive markets to confer deserved economic returns on our investments in clcan energy
technology - investments made as a result of corporate policy, the operation of applicable law in
the states in which we operate, and additiopal federal requirements. Dynegy's 3000 megawatts
of generating assets in [llinois, enough to power roughly three million homes, are mostly coat-
fired. base and intermediate-load facilities. These coal-fired operations employ about 700
individuals. Our capital investment in clean air technologies at these coal facilities totals about
one billlon dobars since EPA finallzed CAIR In March 2005.

Your hearing addresses reliability. Our electric generation facilities in [llinois - facilities that do
indeed burn coal but which have the most modern air emission controls - are an important part of
the backbone of affordable and reliable power in the state. Reserve margins in the transport rule
Midwest Group [ states, where Dynegy coal-fired facilities are located, exceed target reserve
levels. And EPA has adopted reasonable regulatory approaches under CSAPR, including
allowing for both intrastate and interstate trading. For these reasons, Dynegy believes that
delaying implermnentation of the CSAPR in Midwest/Group I states, is not necessary. Reliability
concerns should be waken seriously. But the fact is thar a responsible approach w
implementation, the emergency authorities already available to energy regulators, and some
prorapt technical corrections to the rule, should be sufficient to resolve near-term concems. Over
the longer term. the sooner well-controlled facilities become the norm, the sconer we will resolve
any tension between reliability and protection of humean health and the environment

Of course, it goes without saying that conuol of interstate air pollution serves impornant public
policy objectives, including protection of human health and the environment as well as the
preservation of opportunities for economic development in downwind communities.

Thank you for this opportunity to make our position known. The bottom lin¢ is that those
corporations that have invested in effective air pollution control devices were counting on a
stable regulatory environment. While no one suggests that CSAPR is perfect, its continued
progress owards implementation is important for thax siability.

Very wruly yours,

At ¢ Y

Robert C. Flexon
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cc: Hon. Ed Whitfield, Chairman
Energy and Power Subcommittee
Committec on Energy and Commerce

lew/2011-0912
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EXHIBIT 7

USEPA’s TSD in the CSAPR Rulemaking

Assessment of Impact of Consent Decree

Annual Tonnage Limits
on CSAPR Allocations

(October 4, 2011)
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Technical Support Doecumentation {TSD)

for the proposed Revisions ta Federal Implementation Plans to Reduce Interstate Transport of Fine Particulate
Matter and Ozone

Docket ID No. EPA-HQ-OAR-2011-0491

Assessment of Impact of Consent Decree Annual
Tonnage Limits on CSAPR Allocations

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Office of Air and Radiation

10/4/11
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This Technical Support Document (TSD) provides information that supports EPA’s analysis of the impact of
emission constraints specified in existing federally-enforceable judicial consent decrees (referred to hereafter as
consent decrees) on allowance allocations under the Transport Rule. The analysis is described in section |II.B of
the preamble to the proposed Revisions to Federal Implementation Pians to Reduce Interstate Transport of Fine
Particulate Matter and Ozone. This TSD is organized as follows:

1. Overview
Annual tonnage limits 2and shut down requirements
a. Apportioning the annual tonnage limits for unit-level allocations
b. Unit-level caps for Transpart Rule units affected by a consent decree annual tonnage limit or shut
down reguirement
3. Emission rate limits

1. Overview

As discussed in section I1.B. of the proposed Revisions to Federal Implementation Plans to Reduce Interstate
Transport of Fine Particulate Matter and Ozone preambie, EPA properly incorporated emission reduction
reguirements specified in consent decrees into state budgets calculations.! However, after the final Transport
Rule was published, EPA determined that the unit-level allowance allocations under the Transport Rule FIPs did
not properly account for those consent decree provisions. Some of the consent decree provisions effectively
require the surrender, or restrict the trading, of “excess” Transpart Rule allowances. As a result, Transport Rule
allowance allocations to certain units may unintentionally reduce the availability of some of those allowances to
other sources due to the consent decree restrictions on the use and/or transfer of those allowances by the unit
receiving the aliocation. EPA analyzed three general consent decree provisions to determine their impact on
Transport Rule allowance allocations and state budgets. The first of these provisions was an annual tonnage
limit (ATL) expressed as the maximum allowable mass emissions per year from a system or facility as defined in
the consent decree. The ATL s, in essence, an annua! cap on system- or facility-wide mass emissions. The second
provision was a forced shut down or repowering to natural gas of one or more units. The third provision was a
maximum emission rate, typically expressed in pounds per million Btu {Ib/mmBtu) of heat input. If a consent
decree includes surrender or trading restriction provisions, any allowances allocated in excess of an ATL or mass
emissions constraint (i.e., the maximum emission rate multiplied by the actual heat input) would not be
available to other sources for compliance, effectively reducing the state budget. Similarly, allowances allocated

to a unit that shut down due to consent decree reguirements would not be available to other sources for
compliance.

EPA developed an approach to resolve this inconsistency by adding a constraint on unit-level allocatiens.
This constraint aligns unit-level allocations for units affected by consent decree ATLs with the consent decree
ATLs by preventing heat input-based allocations from exceeding the terms of the ATLs for SO, and/or NO,.

ie con nt decree with Northern Indiana Public Service Company {NIPSCO) was finalized after EPA determined, and was
not reflected in, the relevant base case projections and state budget in the final Transport Rule, However, EPA believes it is
appropriate to address the NIPSCO consent decree because it will otherwise result in removal of a portion of the refevant
stat= sudget that was intended to be available for use in complying with Transport Rule emission reduction requirements,
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EPA first reviewed the 22 consent decrees for U.S. coal-fired power plants (a full list Is available at:

-/

“u

1)) to determine if the consent

decrees: a) apply to Transport Rule-affected units, b) apply to Transport Rule SO,, annual NOy, or ozone season
NOy allowances, or ¢) contain ATLS, shut down provisions, and/or maximum emission rates. EPA determined that

19 of the 22 consent decrees apply to units in the Transport Rule region and 16 consent decress may apply to

allowances of one or more Transport Rule programs —five to Transpoert Rule SO, allowances, 13 to Transport
Rule NOy annual allowances, and 15 to Transport Rule NOy ozone season allowances. Table 1 summarizes the

applicability of the consent decrees to Transport Rule-affected units and Transport Rule aliowances.

le —Apphcai yof( nsen decrees on Transport Rule allowances

o o o | _ . TR NO, ozone
| Unitsin TR “R SO, arnnual | season
Utility consent decree region allowances | allowances | allowances
Tennessee VéEA'uthoritv T Yes es o Yes ' Yes o
Northerr ndiana Public Service Comnarw_ Yes o Yes \ Yes
rl revRur le cCoooerative Yes es Yes Yes
American M 1l Poier T Yes —_ Yes T Yes 1 Yes |
}_\ ‘e F erav . | 25 | YE |y , Yes
Duke Energy B Yes Ne 5
Ohio Edisc € mpany T vac N v Yes
tucky Jt e vi  a CNe N0
Salt River Project AgTicultural 1mprb_vement a2nd  No No No No
Power Distri - |
American Elcou o wwer Service Corne ¢inn "  No U
tast Kenwucky Power Cooperative T s No T TvYe Yes B
evada Pc ~upany T N o "No No
Alzbama P ar o 7 N N  No
mr 8 Fov L.O—c 0 | No ]T\J(; NO No -
. ois P v T e __‘_N_O ¥:-Yes yes
South Ca lic Service Authority Yes No - Yes S
Southern Inaiana was and Electric Company v o * Yes * Yes B
nsconsin tlectric Power company s T No Yes " Yes -
| rginia ['3ctne owerfompany - 35 | No "’ Yes Yes’ B
A _ Yes 'N o ¥ s s
PSEG Foss o T Y T Ne Yes
Tamc ¢ Companv T A N/A Yes B

N W b W Nk

Limited to itle IV aflowances.

Does not include NOy allowance constraints.

- —

Limited to NO, ozone season allowances allocated or issued by the state of Kentucky.
Limited to Clean Air Interstate Rule {CAIR) allowances.

No definltion is provided for NOy allowances so EPA assumned the braadest definition possible.

Ll NOyozoneseasc  wances.

Affected units are not included in the Transport Rule SO, or NO, annual program.
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2, Annual tonnage limits and shut down requirements

After determining the applicabitity of a consent decree on Transport Rule-affected units and Transport Rule
allowances (see Table 1), EPA determined the potential impact of ATLs and shut down requirements. For the
purpose of analyzing the potential impact of consent decree emission constraints, EPA applied an implicit ATL of
zero to units that are required to shut down, Similarly, if a unit is required to repower to natural gas EPA applied
an implicit ATL of zero for SO,.

To determine the potential impact of the system- and facility-wide ATLs, EPA compared the ATL expressed in
tons per year to the system or facility’s annual Transport Rule aflowance allocations as determined using the
approach in the Final Transport Rule (76 FR 48287 and 48289-90) and listed in the “Final CSAPR Unit Level
Allocations under the FIP” (http://www.epa.gov/crossstaterule/actions.html). Because some ATLs decline from
year-to-year, EPA assessed the potential impact on each year through 2016. For all but two consent decrees, the
ATLs remain constant after 2016. This date also provide states sufficient time to prepare and submit State
implementation Plans (SiPs) that include allowance allocation methodotogies. For Tennessee Valley Authority
(TVA) and Hoosier Energy Rural tlectric Cooperative (Hoosier) consent decrees, the ATLs continue to decline
until 2019 and 2017, respectively. Therefore, EPA assessed the potential impact of those two consent decrees
until the ATLs remain constant (i.e., 2019 for TVA and 2017 for Hoasier). EPA determined that six consent
decrees contain ATLs lower than the aggregate Transport Rule allowance allocations listed in the “Final CSAPR
Unit Level Allocations under the F{P” for the affected units — one for SO,, annual NOy, and ozone season NOx
emissions ; one for S0, and annual NOy emissions; two for SO; emissions; and two for annual NOy emissions.
The detailed resuits are presented in Tables 2 - 13,

{n Tables 2 — 13, the allocation column represents the aggregate Transport Rule SO, or NOy annual
allowance allocations listed in the “Final CSAPR Unit Level Allocations under the FIP” for those units affected by
the consent decree ATL. The ATL column is the system- or facility-wide SO, or NOy ATL for the units affected by
the consent decree. The surplus allocation column is the number of allowances from the allocation column in

excess of the limit in the ATL column. If EPA determined the consent decree did not apply to Transport Rule SO,
or NOy annual allowances, no assessment is shown below.
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Table 2 -Te 1essee Valley Auth  v: Potentlal et of nnual tonnage_limlts j
SO, nnual NOy 1
_Iarplu; S Surplus
Year llocation ATL{tons) allocation  Allocation ATL (tons) allocation
2012 50,105 285,000 ne 704 + 100,600 une
201 50,105 | 235518 14,587 /U L 90,791 None
4 28,81 228,107 | None 52,460 6,842 | None
¥ 220,63  None 52 9 83 one
201 1 319 175,62 Non 524 70,6 7 None
201 128,819 164,257  None 52469 64,951 None
2018 128819 121699  7.120  52.46% 52.000 469
9| 12 110,000 | 18,819 | 520 469

Table 3 — Northern Indiana Public Service
| Company: Potentlal Iimpact of annual

I tannage limits

" | Annual NGOy

! ! ' Surplus
Year Allocation ATL (tons) allocation
2012 15,0 15,537
2013 ' 15,0 13,752 1.8
W 1_4,2_3_80 |Tasa | l_t b T
2015 14,880 ( 12,870 < )10
2016 1 2,870 2,01

he ATL is yased on the u

Y's plans to install SNCR at R.M. Schahfer and SCR at Michigan City. If the utility
pursues alternatives allowed in the consent decree, the ATLs vary between 15,247 tons and 11,704 tons.

Table 4 — Hoosler Energy Rural Electric Coope-rative: Potential impact of annual

nnage li
<N. Annial NOX
Surpius o Eurplus
qar | Allocatir ATL {tons)  allocation ‘Aliocatlon ATL (tons) | allocation |
AR 28500 | None .,731 “—5859 _ 1,862
2012 20,881 27,000 None ,y i 15395 2,336
201 | 11,550 26,00 None 74 .5 5,395 2,244
2015 11,050 19,889 . . >3y 4,50 2,839
2016 | 11,550 ' 19,889  © IR 4800 | 2,839 |
ﬁ_i_l_,a. ) 18750  Nc 7,63 4,800 ] 2.839
' TheATLc¢ Inesto 15,50C ONS T one orthe F.t.

att units is retired or repowered.
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Table 5 - American

it al Power: Potential impact of annu  tonnage limits

S0, Annual NO,
S Surplus | Surplus
Year | Allocation | ATL {tons) allocation Alloca 1 A L{tens) loc:
2012 , 3,663 21,000 No » 1,065 2,100 one
2013 | 3,663 0" 3,663 1,065 0’ 1,065
2014] 1587 |0’ 1,501 Looa o | a0h
2015 , 1,587 o' 1,587 | 1,004 0 1,004
2016 ' <587 [o0°f 1,587 1,004 O’ 1,004
1 1neR. .Gorsuch facility wu  hut dow rer.
\ble 6 — WestaTEnergy: Potential impact of annual tonnas  {fmlits o
| L . | Annua! NOy
| Surplius | Surplus
Year  llocatic ‘ans)  allocation  Allocatioi L (tons) allocation
201 16,565 5600 ¢ 11,57 None o
201_ 16,565 5,600 q 96 T aoa None  None
201 16,565 | 6,600 ac 5 }ﬂ 112,300 N
2015 16,565 5,600 9,965 | 9,580 | 12,400 None
N 16,565 5,600 3,965 3,580 |9,600 N c

| Table 7 — Duke Energy: |

annual tonnage limits *

er 1al impac oﬂ

Surplus
allocation

|

None
2,987
1.652
135

Sy
Year Allocation ATL (tons)
201" 2,987 20,447
201 2,987 lo?
201 1.652 | 0*
201 1.6 2 )
201 1,652 or 1

, 1,652 |

The consent decree ATL applies ta Gallagher Unit 1 and Unit 3 only.
Gallagher Units 1 & 3 must be retired or repowered by 2013.
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Table 8 - Ohlo Edison Company: Potential
Impact of annual tonnage limits

Annual NOy

Surplus
‘Year Allocation | ATL (tons) | allocation |
2012 9,835 11,863  vone '
2013 9,835 11,863  vone
2014 9,279 11.863 one
2015 9.279 133 None
2016 9,279 11,863 None

"' The consent decree ATL applies to WH Sammis only.

Table 9 — East Kentucky Power Cooperative:
Potential impact of annual tonnage limits

Annuai_f\-!-C-J,;

r " Surplus
Year Alipcation  ATL (tons) , aiiocation
2012 6,934 11,500 None
a3 6,934 500 one
| £ .4 6,285 ES 3 i'N-one
Zl 5 b,285 8,500_ ~ \one
If_wE 6,285 None )

Table 10 — lllinois Power_Coﬁpany: Potential

in f annual tonnage limits

| Annual NQ-

‘ ~Surplus
Year | Allocation | ATL (ton<d | allocation
T w177 13,800 | Vone |
wm1r 2177 13, \one
177 b None

El., o,177 13, i yne

177 13, NG e




Electronic Filing - Received, Clerk's Office, 06/08/2012
*ARFFFPCB2012-135 ¥ *xx*

Table 11 - South Carolina 'u ic Service
Authority: Potential impact of annual
| tonnage limits B
| Annual NOy
Surplus
Year | Allocation | ATL (tons) | allocation
12012 17,341 20,000 \one
2013 17,341 20,000 \one
2014 17,341 ' 20,000 \one
015 17341 - 20,000 \one
2016 | 17,341 | 20,000 None

Table 12 - Wiscansin Electric Power
Company: Potential Impact of annual
tonnage limits

Annual NOy
Surplus
ear | Allocation !ATL {tens) | allocation
| ~012 | 12,970 23,400 None |
207 12,970 17,400 None |
N4 12,439 17,400 None
015 12,439 17,400 None
016 .2,439 17,400 None
 Tabie: i- Virginia Electric Power Company:
Potential Impact of annual tonnage limits
| Annua |
Surplus ‘
“'ear | Allocation | ATL {tons) | allocation
24,837 0,000 None
013 24,837 0.250 None
014 24,215 0,250 None
24,215 0,250  None
016 724,215 0,250 None

a) Apportioning the annual tonnage limits for unit-level aflocations

The consent decrees that include a system- or facility-wide ATL do not apportion the limit to individual units
affected by those consent decrees. However, Transport Rule allowances are allocated to individual units.
Therefore, as described in section I11.B of the proposed Revisions to Federal Implementation Plans to Reduce
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Interstate Transport of Fine Particulate Matter and Ozone preamble, £EPA developed a methodology for
apportioning the consent decree system- or facility-wide ATL to the units affected by the ATL for 2012 and later
years. The apportionment of a system- or facility-wide ATL Is solely for the purposes of allocations of Transport
Rule allowances and does not modify, or create additional, consent decree requirements or limitations.

To determine the unit-level caps for calculating allocations, EPA first calculated a ratio comparing the
consent decree system- or facility-wide ATL to the aggregate allocations listed in the “Final CSAPR Unit Level
Allocations under the FiP” for units covered by the consent decree ATL. EPA then multiplied this ratio by the
unit-level allocation listed in the “Final CSAPR Unit Level Allocations under the FIP” for each unit covered by the
system- or facility-wide ATL {equation 1).

Equation 1: Unit-level cap = (%) XC

Where A= Applicable consent decree system- or facility-wide ATL
B = For units affected by the consent decree ATL, the sum of the unit-level allocations
listed in the “Final CSAPR Unit Level Allocations under the FIP”
C = Applicable unit-level Transpert Rule allocation listed in the “Final CSAPR Unit Level
Allocations under the FIP”

This can be best iliustrated with an example. In this example, EPA determines that facility ABC consists of
two units — Unit 1 and Unit 2 — that are subject to the Transport Rule annual NOy program and a consent decree
ATL for NOy emissions. The consent decree ATL for 2012 Is 3,000 tons of NOy and the 2012 NOy annual
allowance allocation as determined using the approach in the Final Transport Rule is 4,000 allowances for Unit 1
and 2,000 allowances to Unit 2 — a total of 6,000 aliowances. Because, in this example, EPA determined the
consent decree surrender provisions apply to Transport Rule NOy annuai allowances, any allocation in excess of
the ATL may be subject to surrender, reducing the number of allowances available for sources to comply with
the Transport Rule, effectively reducing the state budget.

EPA must calculate unit-level caps for Unit 1 and Unit 2 by apportioning the consent decree ATL. First, the
ATL is divided by the sum of the unit-level allocations as determined using the approach in the Final Transport
Rule (3,000 / 6,000 = 0.5}. This ratio is then multiplied by each unit’s allocation as determined using the
approach in the Final Transport Rule to determine the respective unit’s unit-level ¢ap (Unit 1: 0.5 X 4,000 = 2,000
and Unit 2: 0.5 X 2,000 = 1,000).

b) Unit-levef caps for Tronsport Rule units affected by a consent decree annual tonnage limit or shut down
requirement

Unit-level caps were calculated only for units affected by a consent decree ATL that is below the sum of the
unit-level allocations listed in the “Final CSAPR Unit Level Allocations under the FIP” for those units. In other
words, unit-level caps were not calculated for units for which the ATL is greater than the aggregate allocations
listed in the “Final CSAPR Unit Level Allocations under the FIP”, such as the East Kentucky Power Cooperative
consent decree units (see table 9). The results of EPA’s calculations are listed in Tables 14 — 16 for SO, annuail
NCy, and ozone season NOyemissions , respectively.
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2. Emission rate limits

Many of the consent decrees include other emission constraints such as maximum emission rates (e.g.,
pounds of NOy per million Btu of heat input), pollution control installation and operation requirements, and
pollution control performance specifications. EPA did not analyze the impact of the latter two constraints
directly because EPA believes that the maximum emission rates are generally designed to be consistent with,
and account for, these additional requirements.

EPA did estimate the potential impact of maximum emission rates on allocations of Transport Rule
aflowances. The impact of a maximum emissions rate on a unit’s allowable mass emissions depends on the
actual utilization of the unit involved in future years when the emission rate applies. The product of a maximum
emissions rate (in Ib/mm8tu) and the unit’s actual future heat input (in mmBtu) is a mass emission value that,
after conversion from pounds to tons, limits the use of the unit's allocated allowances. However, in order to
estimate the potential impact of a unit’s maximum emission rate on allowance allocations, EPA must make
assumptions about each unit's future heat input. For the purpose of this analysis, EPA multiplied a unit’s
maximum emission rate as listed in the consent decree by the average of the respective unit’s three highest
non-zero annual or azone season heat input values from 2006 to 2010. These are the same heat input values
used for allocating allowance and listed in the “Final CSAPR Unit Level Allocations under the FIP”.% The results of
this analysis are shown in Tables 17 - 19 for SO,, annual NOy, and ozone season NOy emissions, respectively.

EPA selected 2013 for this analysis because it represents the greatest potential impact of consent decree
maximum emission rates because maximum emission rates do not begin for some units until 2013 and the 2012
- 2013 allowance ailocations are generally greater than in future years {i.e., allowance allocations decline in

2014 for many units). EPA determined the maximum emission rates in the consent decrees potentially have the
following Impacts:

s Transport Rule SO, annual trading program: 4,335 SO, allowances may be affected, approximately 0.13%
of the total allowances allocated.

s Transport Rule NOyannual trading program: 1,585 NOy annual allowances may be affected,
approximately 0.13% of the 1otal allowances aliocated.

2 . . g
In the case of the Hoosier Energy Rural Electric Cooperative consent decree, one unit at the Merom facility has the option
of operating the FGD at a 95% removal efficiency or meeting an emission rate of 0.15 pounds per million Btu of heat input.

Based on fuel purchase recards reported to EIA for 2010 and 2011, the 95% removal efficiency equates 10 an emission rate
of 0.27 pounds per million Btu and was used for this analysis.
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e Transport Rule NOyozone season trading program: 1,123 NOx ozone season allowances may be affected,
approximately 0.19% of the tctal allowances allocated.

Based on this analysis of potential impact on allowance allocations, EPA concluded that the consent decree
emission constraints other than ATLs would affect few allowances in the Transport Rule trading programs. Any
effort to reallocate the allowances affected by maximum emission rate would require EPA to make assumptions
about Ingdividual units’ future utilizatien and heat input. Because this would require the use of unit-level
projections whaose application in setting unit-level allocations would be difficult to support and because few

allowances are potentially at risk, EPA chose not to adjust allocations to reflect maximum emission rates defined
in the consent decrees.

(n Tables 17 — 19 below, the allocation column represents the unit-level allocation of SO; or NOy allowances
listed in the “Final CSAPR Unit Level Allocations under the FIP” or, for units with a unit-level cap calculated by
EPA, tables 14 — 16 of this document. The avg heat input column is the average of the three highest non-zero
heat input values from 2006 — 2010 as listed in the “Final CSAPR Unit Level Allocations under the FIP” (tables 17
and 18 use the annual heat Input values and table 19 uses the ozone season heat input values). The emission
rate is the maximum SO; or NOy emission rate listed in a consent decree. The potential constraint is the product
of the values from the average heat input and emission rate columns. The surplus allocation is the number of
allowances in the allocation column in excess of the potential constraint column.

— — _ — —
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EXHIBIT 8

Table of Calculations of Emission Reductions
Associated with Various DMG Projects
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Reductions in Emissions of SO, from Various Projects

502 REDUCTIONS FROM OUTAGES TO INSTALL AIR POLLUTION CONTROLS’

Tons 502
Vermilion Unit 1-2 Baghouse Outage: March 31 - May 30, 2007
Jan-Mar 502 Ja-r-t-rﬂa_r Ave. April Hi Below" ] May | | Betow Total HI Below
Rate Monthly HI fMonthiy Monthy Ave. Due to
Ave. Ave. Outage
0.454 797,223 251,716 545,507 239,171 558,052 1,103,559 251
|
Hennepln Unit 1-2 Baghouse Outage: September 5 — December 7, 2008
Jan-Aug 502 | lan-Aug Ave. ‘ Sept. HI HI Below Oct. HI HI Below Nov. Hi Hi Below Dec. HI HiBelow | Total HI Below
Rate Manthly HI Monthly Monthly Monthly Ave. Monthly Ave. Dueto
Ave, Ave. Ay, Outage
0,433 1,784,911 1,126,257 658,654 129,105 1,655,806 586,549 1,198,362 1,420,732 364,179 |  3,877,00% 839
| | o
Havana Unit 6 Baghouse Outage: March 21 - lune 11, 2009
" Jan-FebSO2 | lan-Feb Ave. March Hi | H! Below April HI HI Below May HI HI Below June HI HiBelow | Totalt Below
Rate tonthiy Kl Monthly ‘ Monthly Maonthly Ave. Monthiy Ave. Due to
Ave. Ave. Ave. Outage
0.43% 2,824,238 1,723,341 1,100,897 - 2,824,238 - 2,824,238 1,725,957 1,098,281 7,847,654 1,723
- - 1
Baldwin 3 SDA/Baghouse Outage: March 6 — May 29, 2010
lan-Feb 502 Jan-Feb Ave. | March HI HI Below Aprtl HI Hl Below May Hl HI Below Total Hl Below
Rate Monthly Hi Monthly Maonthly Monthly Ave. Ave. Due to
| Ave. Ave. Outage
0.427 4,063,950 747,224 3,316,726 - 4,063,950 12,156 4,061,794 11,442,470 2,443
—_ = 1
Baldwin 1 SDA/Baghouse Qutage: Septem :r - ctober 21, 2011
Jan-Aug 502 Jan-Aug Ave. -Sepi. HI Hl Below Oct. Hi H{ Below Total HI Below
Rate Manthly HI Monthly mMonthly Ave. Due to
| Ave, Ave. QOutage
0.401 3,609,367 I 230,219 3,379,148 926,257 2,683,110 6,062,258 1,215

' 502 Rate !n Ibs/mm8Btu; HI - Heat Input in mmBtu.
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Reductions in Emissions of SO, from Various Projects

SO2 REDUCTIONS FROM EARLY OPERATION OF SPRAY DRY ABSORBERS’

Tons 502
Baldwin 3 SDA Early Reductions: May 29 ~ December 31, 2010
2008 Annual  May 29 - SO2Rate  May 29 507 Early
Average 502 Decembersl, Below December Reduction —
i Rate 2010 502 fiate  Prior Year 31, 2010 May 29 - \
i Average Heat Input December | |
| | 31,2010 ‘ |
0.441 ‘ 0.259 0.182 25,136,956 2,287 ! ‘ 2,287
Baldwin 1 SDA Early Reductions; October 28 - December 31, 2011
fanuary i - 1 OCtober 28 - | S02Rate  w  wi2 - Earl
september 3, | December 31, Below YTD December ‘ Reduction —
2011 Average 2010 502 Rate | Ave. i1, 2011 QOctober 28
502 Rate | Heat Input December ;
_1, 2011 i
.40/ [T w.iis 214,421 875 B87%
Baldwin 2 SDA Early Reductions: Estimated December 1 — December 31, 2012
TJanuary 1- H Dec. 502 S R 502 Early
April 30, 2012 [Estimated) Rate — Below YTD Reduction -
Average 502 (Estimated) | Average December
Rate | (€ imat
0.365 94 i It 3 325
| 1
| |
Total Early
502 3,487
Reductlon
Tons
2502 Rate in Ibs/mmBtu; HI - Heat Input in mmBtu,
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Reductions in Emissions of 50, from Various Projects

$02 REDUCTIONS ASSOCIATED WITH FIRST YEAR RETIREMENT OF VERMILION {one-time reduction}

Vermilion Units 1-2 | Year Tons 502
2008 - 2,464
2009 2,080
2010 2,082
2008-2010 Annual 2212 |

Average 502
Emissions Tons

2011 Actuai SO2 527
Emissions Tor -

2011 Tons 502 1,685
Avoidad
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Reductions in Emissions of SO, from Various Projects

SO2 REDUCTIONS ASSOCIATED WITH UNIT RETIREMENTS OR LOWER ALLOWABLE SO2 RATES

lbs S02/mmBtu I Max. Permitted Permitted _ursp Tons SO2
Atlowable Lim mr tufhour year
CHZY\1138%HES 1
Wood River Unlts 0.320 1,800 8,760 2,365
13 B
| Havana Units 1-5 . 3,456 | v 15,137
Wood River Unit 4 0.6 ‘ 1,050 ‘ B.760 2,759
Wood River Unit 5 ‘ 0.6 ‘ 3,900 | 8,760 10,249
|
Vermilion Units 1-2 ‘ Year ‘ Tons 502
| H
PR N 4'.38_0
2010 \ 2,092
2008-2010 Annua 2,212
Average 502
Emissions Tans |
2012 and Each Year | 2,212
Beyond Tons 502 |
Avoided |
|
Total | 2,212 2,212
— —
Total SO2 Reductlons 32,722
| Tons

¥ For Wood River Units 4 and 5, the 0.6 allowable limit equals the difference between the 1.8 Ibs/mmBtu state permitted limit and the 1.2 lbs/mmBtu Consent Decree fimit.
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EXHIBIT 9

Table of Estimated 2013-2014 Emissions
Based upon the MPS Emission Rates Applied to
2007-2010 Average Heat Input



Estimated 2013-2014 Emissions {2007-2010 Average Heat Input; MPS Rates)
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Historic Beat inputs Annual 502
4-year Ave.  d-year Ave.
2013 MPS 2014 MPS Heat Input X Heat Input X
2007-2010 [SO2 Rate SO2 Rate 2013 MPS 2014 MPS
2007 2008 2009 2010 Average Limit Limit Rate Limit Rate Limit
Plant-Unit HI (mmBtu} | HI {mmBtu) |HI jmmBtu) |HI (mmBtu) |HI{mmBtu) [#mBtu |[#mBtu [Tons SO2/yr |Tons SO2fyr
Baldwin - 1 46,380,578 | 38,900,402 42,376,555 42,860,896 | 42,629,608
Baldwin - 2 47,540,266 | 47,395,104 34,951,999 46,480,910 | 44,092,070
Baldwin - 3 43,852,241 | 44,255 109 43,656,835 34,012,081 | 41,444,067
Havana - 6 35,776,465 | 30,758,031 22,274,295 35,225,775 | 31,008,641
Hernepin - 182 22,260,280 | 17,541,935 23,845 751 25,002,481 | 22,162,612
Wood River - 4 7.208,497 | 6,566,434 8,662,213 9,198,382 | 7,931,382
Wood River - 5 21,950,221 | 26,505,556 27,155,888 28,923,045 | 26,723,678
TO.. . 225058 211, 202,923,537 221,703.570| . 2,056 0.240 0.240 25,848 18
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EXHIBIT 10

Letters from MISO, Inc. to
Daniel P. Thompson, Dynegy Midwest
Generation, LLC

Approval of Retirement of Certain Units

(October 20, 2011, and January 12, 2012)
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MIS<

Jeffrey R. Webh
',‘ Senior Director, Expansion Planning
; Direct Dial: 317-249-3412

E-mail: jwebb@misoenergy.org

«3?7!5

Pi\ O Y s o ¢! Y.

Sincerely,

. 1A \\

\ AR\
Jeflrey R. Webb

cc: Ly . .
RN L . K¢ N0
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EXHIBIT 11

Portions of Illinois EPA’s TSD Supporting the
BART/Regional Haze SIP Submittal

Technical Support Document for Best Available
Retrofit Technology Under the Regional Haze Rule

(April 29, 2011)
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TECHNICAL SUPPORT DOCUMENT
FOR

BEST AVAILABLE RETROFIT TECHNOLOGY
UNDER THE REGIONAL HAZE RULE

AQPSTR 09-06

April 29, 2011

ILLINOIS ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
1021 NORTH GRAND AVENUE EAST
P.O. BOX 19276
SPRINGFIELD, ILLINOIS 62794-9276
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Table 3.4 List of Units Subject to BART
' Source Name oit 1D Source Name " Unit ID
Dy y Baldwin T neis 1 T ller vo T . ter 115132 —1
DO B lwin Boiler 2 CITGO Heater 116 B-1 !
i 3 Heirao Ileater 116 B-2
| Dominion Kincaid Boiler #1 i C1ITGO Meater 116 13-3
Dominion Kincaid Boiler #2 GO Heater 116 13-
I ameren Coffeen Botiur CB-1 CITGO Heater 118 13- 1
Caffeen Boiler CB-2 CITGO s, 88 |
Amce n Edwards Boiler #2 CIrGo Heater 12: 2
B sards Hoiler #3 CLrGo er '
Ame  Duck Creek 3| CITGO e 1
e w OiiGE “||lcerreo W . 3B2
[Midwest Gen, Powerton Roiler #52 CTIGO SRU' 94 oin |
% Tsen. Powerton Boiler #61 CIrgo SRU”
| T en. o B 2 GO SRU 121 C i
Mid ien. Jolict Boiler #71 C11Go SR17 121 D tritin
Midwest Gen. Julict Boiler #72 LxxonMo.: wahsul (v s
+ Midwest Gen. Joliet Boiler 481 Exxnn\Mabil I'CCl:
Midwest Gen. Jolict ; Boiler 782 FExxonMohil Heaters I1B1A & 1B1B
Midwest Gen. Will ¢ unv " Boiler #4 LixxonMobil Vacuum heuter
Mot o ¢ " izxxonmobil Coker chy L& W)
cwip T Boiler Dallman 2 FxxonMobi Ileatem 71
o ! Builer Lakesi - § Fxx- Aw e -
T Hee  111B-1A TixxonMohil Sat gas lean 0l veboiler
J 111B-1B 1 xxonMabit Heater 2B3
Fenco Heater 111B-2 ExxonMobhil Heater 2BS l
ClGo FCCU ExxonMobil Heater 284
CI1'GO Heater 113 B-1 IxxonMobil Feater )
’W A < Noiter 477 ExxonmMobil T !
I__ ey 113 B2 _l | bil Reboiler 17-B-2
aroo tter 114 B-1 ..dobil Heater 3B1
CITGO Heater 114 B2 FxvonMobil Tleater 302
CITGo Heater 114 B3 T eon™obi] Tlow dov e -
CITGO Heater 115 B-) | F 1Mobil Blow down South fare

22
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4.0  BART Controls in Illinois

The Regional Haze Rule defines BART as: “... an emission limitation based on the degree of
reduction achievable through application of the best system of continuous emission reduction for
each pollutant which is eminted by a [BAR1-eligible source].” 40 CFR §31.301. Once it is
determined that a source is subject to BART, the following five factors must be considered to

establish an emission limitation to meet the BAR'| requirement:

|. the cost of compliance;
the energy and non air quality environmental impacts of compliance;
any poltution control equipment in use or in existence at the source;

the remaining usctul lite of the source:

Lo W

the degree of improvement in visibility which may reasonably be anticipated to result

from the use of such technology.

lllinois EPA has considered these factors to determine the level of control necessary for those

units and sources to meet BART.

4.1  BART Controls for Illinois EGUs
For coal-fired EGUs, the BART Guidelines provide presumptive emission limits or control
levels for various boiler types and coal types. The presumptive emission limits for coal-fired

EGUs are shown in Table 4.1,

The Illinois EPA has compared these presumptive BART emission levels to existing emission
reduction requirements and commitments for the subject-to-BART EGUSs in Illinois. The
existing emission reduction requirernents and commitments for coal-fired EGUs in Illinois that
are subject-to-BART include:
s the Multi-Pollutant Standards (“MPS™) and Combined Pollutant Standard (“CPS”)
codified in the [ilinois Mercury Rule. 35 T1l. Adm. Code Part 225, that apply to Ameren,
Dynegy. and Midwest Generation;

23
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o amulti-pollutant agreement between the Illinois EPA and Dominion Energy Services, as

operator, and Kincaid Generation, LLC, as owner, of the Kincaid Generating Station

(collectively “Dominion Kincaid"), to achieve BART-contro! levels; and

o asimilar agreement between the [llinois EPA and the City of Springfield, 1llinois d/bia

City, Water, Light and Power (CWLP), to achieve BART-control levels and to shut down

one of its existing subject-to-BART units.

Table 4.1 Presumptive BART Emission Limits for Coal-Fired EGUs
Pollutant Boiler Type Coa ype | mmati_v_c Limit
| o _ (1bs/fmmBTU)
SO All units Al coal tvpes 0.15
(or 95% control)
NOx " Dry-bottom wall-fired Bituminous | V.o i
Sub-bituminous 0.23 -
1 0.z
— o _ . _ |
| Tangential-fired | Bituminou. 0.28 \
Su ituminous 0. T
— 1
Ll; LIt AV O )
sell burners | Bitur ™ ws 0.4 —‘
Sub-b  ninous 0 !
“Dry-turbo-fired Bituminous 0.32
Sub-b ous | T 0.3
“Wet-bottom tangential-  All
0.62
fured
Al 0.10

?yclonc
L 1= —

4.1.1 EGUs under the MPS and CPS

Three electric utilities operating in [1linois, Dynegy, Ameren, and Midwest Generation have

committed to comply with the MPS and CPS under the [llinois Mercury Rule. requirine the

installation ol state-of-the-art pollution controls on many of their electric generating units in
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[{linois. These regulations were promulgated to allow coal-fired electric utilitics more flexibjlity
in meeting the 1llinois Mercury Rule in exchange for significant NO and SO reductions.
Appendix C contains the relevant portions of the fully adopted [linois Mercury Rule, with the
requirements for NOx and SO, emission reductions highlighted. llinois intends to submit
Appendix C o USEPA, the highlighted portions of which will become part of Tllinois™ S[P to
satisfy BART obligations for affected units at these three utilities. In addition, the MPS and CPS

rcquirements will ultimately be contained in federally enforceable permits.

The MPS and CPS require affected utilities to mect fleet-wide average emission rates, which will
requirc installation of controls on emission units regardless of whether or not they are subject to
BART. The agreements between lllinois and the utilities are intended to allow the companies the
flexibility to meet the fleet-wide emission Jimits in the most cost-effective manner. The
agreements contain a range of compliance dates, beginning as early as 2012 and as late as 2019.
The lllinois EPA recognizes that, in general, the compliance date for BART controls is within 3
years of USEPA's approval of the State’s SIP, Assuming USEPA approves Ulinois’ SIP in 201 |
or 2012, the compliance date for BART controls would be in 2016 or 2017. The lllinois EPA’s
analysis of emission reductions that will result from implementation of the MPS and CPS by the
year 2015 demonstrates conclusively that 11linois’ approach will yield much larger reductions of
NOy and SO, than will implementation of BART controls on just subject to BART emission
units. Emission reductions occurring afler 20135 will improve visibility in Class 1 areas jmpacted
by sources in Illinois, regardless of USEPA’s decision of whether 1o approve those reductions as
meeting BAR requirements. The following subsections provide Illinois EPA’s analysis of the
emission reductions expected from the MPS and CPS and a description of the controls that will

most likely be installed as a result of the MPS and CPS.

4.1.1.1 Dynegy

Dynegy operates several electric generating stations in [llinois. all of which are affected by the
requirements of the MPS. Only the three coal-fired boilers at Baldwin are subject to BART,
however. Units | and 2 at Baldwin are cyclone-fired boilers burning sub-bjtuminous coal, while
Unit 3 is a tangentially-fired unit burning sub-bituminous coal. Currently, Units | and 2 are

controlled by over-fire air (“OFA™) and selective catalytic reduction (“SCR™) for NOy, whijle
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Unit 3 is controlled by low-NO, burners and OFA. All three units are also limited by a federal
consent decree which requires that by December 31. 2012 NOx emissions cannot exceed 0.10
pounds per million British thermal units (“lbtymmBTU") of NO on a 30-day rolling average.
T'he presumptive BART emission limit for NOx for cyclone-tired boilers is 0.10 [b/mmBTU.
For tangentially-fired EGU boilers burning sub-bituminous coal, the presumptive BART
emission limit for NOx is 0.15 1o/mmBTU. Since all three units at Baldwin are required to meet
0.10 (b'mmBTU, the presumptive BAR'L timits for NOg will be met.

All three units at Baldwin currently use low-sulfur coal to reduce SO, emissions. However,
Dynegy is installing dry scrubbers on all three units at Baldwin by December 31, 2012, which
will allow these units to achieve SO; emissions levels well below the presumptive BART limit of
0.15 Ib/mmBTU. Dyncgy has also comminted to installing baghouses for particulate control on
all three units by December 31, 2012.

Tables 4.2 and 4.3 compare the emission reductions expected from Dynegy system wide from
compliance with the MPS and the expected emission reductions from compliance with BART for
NO, and SO, respectively. USEPA requires that BART controls be installed within five years
from the date the State’'s BART SIP is approved. Accordingly, Tables 4.2 and 4.3 compare
expected emissions reductions from the MPS with the reductions that would be achieved from
the subject to BART units meeting the presumptrive BART emission limits tor the year 2015,
The Illinois EPA bas estimated that compliance with the MPS will reduce NO, emissions from
Dynegy systern wide by 23,831 TPY compared to 2002 emissions levels, and will reduce SO,
emissions system wide by 47,347 TPY compared to 2002 emissions levels. Applying
presumptive BART controls to just the units at Baldwin that are subject to BART will yield NOx
reductions of 16,169 TPY. and SO, reductions of 16,658 TPY. Compliance with the MPS on a
system-wide basis will thercfore yield much larger reductions of NO, and SO, than will the
application of BART.
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Table 4.2 NO, reductions from Dynegy EGUs BART vs. MPS
Base Year Presumptive BART MPS 2015° MPS Final*
1000 Libs/ Lbs/ Tons/Year Lbs/ Tons/Year Lbs/ Tons/Year
Planl Unit | mmBTU | mmBTU | Tons | mmBTU | Reduclion | mmBTU | Reduction | mmBTU | Reduction
Baldwin 1 43,884 0.35 12,119 010 9.925 010 9.925 0.10 9,925
Baldwin 2 37,135 0.4 7,405 0.10 5.548 0.10 5,548 0.10 5,548
Baldwin 3 48,403 012 2,850 015 -696 0.10 464 0.10 464
Ha [ 28,514 0.27 3.801 NA NA 0.10 2,424 310 2,424
1 4,634 760 NA NA 0.10 515 g1Q 515
He 2 7. 033 NA NA 2.021 0.10 2.021
Ver i ! | 037 986 NA NA ) 717 0. 717
Veiml 2 6,741 0.37 1,231 NA NA ) 910 i g3
Woc 4 5 St 0.49 521 NA NA 259 250
W 5 022 1,903 NA NA i 1,057 no T
G 324 | 16,169 23,831 23,831

“The MPS eimission Himity are 8 system-wide averape and are

wed to reflect unit-specific emission limits.

Table 4.3 SO; reductions from Dynegy EGUs BART vs. MPS
Bage Year Presumptive BART MPS 2015“ MPS Final®
1000 Lbs/ Lbs/ Tons/Year Lbs/ Tons/Year Lbs/ Tons/Year
Plant Unit | mmBTU | mmB8TU | Tons mnr TU | Reducton | mmB8TU | Ret mmBTU | Reduclion
Baidwin 1 43,884 0. RE 5.705 0139 4.827 (G 4,827
B 2 a7l 7 3 4,456 J18 3714 219 3,714
46,402 43 9 31 015 5,486 0.19 5.558 0.19 ANV
I11d 28.514 Uy 12.81¢ NA NA .19 10.122 0.18 10,122
- 1 4.084 043 1,000 NA NA 0.19 2 0.18 562
+ 2 1 . 043 3,792 NA NA ) 2 2,109
o l 2. 7,253 NA NA . 8,75= 68 _ |
\ 2 | | 74 9,224 NA NA 2 5,88 Ve
Wood River 4 5,8 1 1,536 NA NA 0.19 1.001 0.1¢ 1.001%
Woad River 5 17,611 0. 5 NA NA 0.18 4,051 0.19 4,051
| 0E ¢ | 16,668 47,347 47,347

and are not intended to reflect unit-specific emission limits.
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Appendix C

Illinois Mercury Rule

The Nllinois EPA is seeking approval from the United States Environmental Protection Agency of the
Jollowing bolded provisions of the lllinois Mercury Rule, 35 1l Adm. Code Part 225, Subpart B:
Control of Mercury Emissions from Coal-Fired Eizctric Generating Units, under this submission.
Picase not. that the non-bolded provisions are inc.uded for context.

Section 225.233 Multi-Pollutant Standards (MPS)

a) General.

1)

2)

As ap alterpative 1o compliance with the emissions standards of Section
225.230(a), the owner of eligible EGUs may elcct for those EGUs to
demonstrate compliance pursuant to this Section, which establishes control
requirements and standards for emissions of NO, and SO, as well as for
emiszions of mercary.

For the purpose of this Section, the following requirements apply:

A) An eligible EGU is an EGU that is located im Illinois and which
commenced commercial operation ob or before December 31, 2064;
and

B) Owupership of an eligible EGU js determined based on direct
ownership, by the holding of a majority interest in a company that
owns the EGU or EGUs, or by the common ownership of the company
that owns the EGU, whether through a parent-subsidiary
relationship, as a sister corporation, or as an affiliated corporation
with the same parent corporation, provided that the owner has the
right or authority to submit a CAAPP application on behalf of the
EGU.

The owner of one or morc EGUs electing to demonstrate compliance with
this Subpart B pursuant to this Section mast submit an application for a
CAAPP permit modification to the Agency, as provided in Section 225.220,
that inclades the information specified in subsection (b) of this Section and
which clearly states the owner’s election to demonstrate compliance pursuant
to this Section 225.233. ‘

A) If the owner of one or more EGUs elects to demonstrate compliance
with this Subpart pursuant to this Section, then all EGUs it owns in
Ilinois as of July 1, 2006, as defined in subsection (a)(2)(B) of this
Section, must be thercafter subject to the standards and control
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requirements of this Section, except as provided in subsection
(a)(3)(B). Such EGUs must be referred to as a Multi-Polfutant
Standard (MPS) Group.

'B) Notwithstanding the foregoing, the owner may exclode from an MPS
Group any EGU scheduled for permanent shutdown that the owner
so designates in its CAAPP application required to be submitted
‘pursuant to subsection (a)(3) of this Section, with compliance for such
units to be achicved by means of Section 225.235.

4) When ap EGU is subject to the requirements of this Section, the
requirements apply to all owners or operators of the EGU.

b) Notice of Intent.

The owner of one or more EGUs that intends to comply with this Subpart B by
means of this Section must nofify the Agency of its intention by December 31, 2007.
The following information must accompany the notification:

1) The identification of each EGU that will be complying with this Subpart B by
means of the multi-poliutant standards contained im this Section, with
evidence that the owner has identified all EGUs that it owned in Illinais as of
July 1, 2006 and which commenced commercial operation on or before
December 31, 2004;

2) If an EGU identified in subsection (b)(1) of this Section is also owned or
operated by a person different than the owner submitting the notice of intent,
a demonstration that the submitter has the right to commit the EGU or
anthorization from the responsible official for the EGU accepting the

applicafion;

3) The Base Emission Rates for the EGUs, with copi¢s of supporfing data and
calculations;

4) A summary of the current control devices installed and operating on each

EGU and identification of the additional control devices that will likely be
nceded for the each EGU to comply with emission control requirements of
this Section, including identification of each EGU in the MPS group that will
be addressed by subscetion (¢)(1)(B) of this Section, with mformation
showing that the eligibility criteria for this subsection (b) are satisfied; and

5) Identification of each EGU that is schednled for permanent shut down, as
provided by Section 225.235, which will not be part of the MPS Group and
which will not be demonstrating compliance with this Subpart B pursuant to
this Section.
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c) Control Technology Requirements for Ennssions of Mercury.

1)  Requirements for EGUs in an M#'s Group.

A)

B)

For each EGU in an MPS Group other than an EGU that 15 addressed by
subsecton (¢)(1)(B) of this Section for the period beginning July 1, 2009
(or December 31, 2009 for an EGU for which an SO, scrubber ar fabric
filter is being installed to be in operation by December 31, 2009), and
ending on December 31, 2014 (or such earlier date that the EGU is subject
to the mercury emission standard in subsection (d)(1) of this Section), the
owner or operator of the EGU must install, to the extent not already
installed, and properly operate and maintain one of the following emission
control devices:

1) A Halogenawed Acuvated Carbon Lnjection System, complying
with the sorbent injection requirements of subsection (c)(2) of this
S n, except as may be otherwise provided by subsection (c)(4)
of tu Section, and followed by a Cold-Side Electrostatic
Precipitator or Fabric Filter; or

i1) If the boiler fires bimminous coal, a Selective Catalytic Reduction
(SCR) System and an SO, Scrubber.

An owner of an EGU in an MPS Group has two options under this
subsection (c). For an MPS Group that contains EGUs smaller than 90
gross MW in capacity, the owner may designate any such EGUs to be not
subject to subsection (c)(1)(A) of this Section. Or, for an MPS Group that
contains EGUs with gross MW capacity of less than 115 MW, the owner
may designate any such EGUSs to be not subject to subsection (¢)(1){(A) of
this Section, provided that the aggregate gross MW capacity of the
designated EGUs does not exceed 4% of the total gross MW capacity of
the MPS Group. For any EGU subject to one of these two options, unless
the EGU is subject to the emission standards in subsection (d)(2) of this
Section, beginning on January 1, 2013, and continuing until such date that
the owner or operator of the EGU commits to comply with the mercury
emission standard in subsection (d)(2) of this Section, the owner or
operator of the EGU must install and properly operate and maintain a
Halogenated Activated Carbon Injection System that complies with the
sorbent injection requirements of subsection (c)(2) of this Section, except
as may be otherwise provided by subsection (c)(4) of this Section, and
followed by either a Cold-Side Electrostatic Precipitator or Fabric Filter.
The use of a properly installed, operated, and maintained Halogenated
Activated Carbon Injection System that meets the sorbent injection
requirements of subsection (¢)(2) of this Section is defined as the
“principal control technique.” .

(U3



Electronic Filing - Received, Clerk's Office, 06/08/2012
*ARFFFPCB2012-135 ¥ *xx*

2)

For each EGU for which injection of halogenated activated carbon is required by
subsection (c)(1) of this Section, the ¢ r operator of the FGU must ipject
huiogenated activated carbon in an ¢ mum manoer, Which, except as provided in
subsection (c)(4) of thus Scition, 18 « :d as all of the following:

A)

B)

G

D)

The use of an injection system designed for effective absorption of
mercury, considering the configuration of the EGU and its ductwork;

T ie injection of halcgenated activated carbon ufactured by ' m.

_ Nont, or Sorbent ‘Technoiogies, Calgon Carbor -~ PACCFI i or

Calgon Carbon's FLUREPAC MC Plus, or the injection of any other
halogenated activated carbon or sorhent that the owner or operator of the
EGU has demonpstrated to have similar or better effectiveness for control
of mercury ¢missions; and

Tne injection of sorbent at the following minimum raies, as applicable:

1) For an EGU firing subbituminous coal, 5.0 Tbs per million actual
cubic feet or, for any cyclone-fired BGU that will install a scrubber
and baghouse by December 31, 2012, and which already meets an
emission rate of 0.020 lbs mercury/GWh ¢ross electrical output or
at jeast 75 parcent reduction of input mercury, 2.5 lbs per million
actual cubic fect;

) For ap T'(;U firing bituminous coal, 10.0 Ibs per million actual
cubic feet for any cyclone-fired EGU that will install 2 scrubber
and bagnouse by December 31, 2012, and which already mects an
emission rate of 0.020 b mercury/GWh gross electrical output or
at lea . /3 percent reduction of input mercury, 5.0 Ibs per million
actual « 1bic feat;

1i1) For an EGU firing a blend of subbituminous and bituminous coal,
a raic that 1s fhe weighted average of the above rates, based on the
blend of coal being fired; or ’

1v) A rate or rates set lower by the Agency, in writing, than the rate
specified in any of subsections (c)(2)(C)(i), (c)(2)(C)(ii), or
(e)(2)(C)(iii) of this Section on a unit-specific basis, provided that
the owner or operator of the EGU has demonstrated that such rate
or rates are needed so that carbon injection will not increase
particulite srutter emissions or opacity 30 as to threaten
noncompiiance with applicable requircinents {or particulate matter
OT opaciry.

For the purposes of subsection (c)(2)(C) of this Section, the flue gas flow
shall be the gas flow raie in the stack for all units except for those
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3)

4)

equipped with activated carbon injection prior to a hot-s1dc electrostatic
precipitator: for units equipped with activated carbon ini - “on prior (o &
hot-side eicctrostatic precipitator, the flue gas flow rate [ be the gas

flow rate at the inlet to the hot-side electrostatic precipitator, v hall
be determined ast!  tack flow rate adjusted through the use of Charles’

[.aw for the dif!’ " astem, atures in the stack and at the inlet to
the electrostagce precipitator (Vs =" X Te Tsack. Whore V = gas flow
raic in acfand . smperatt ® in Kelvin ¢ ..snkipe

The ownes or opcrator of an EGU that seeks to operatc an EGU with an activated
carbon injection rate or rates that arc <ci on 2 umit-specific basis pursuamt to
subsection (c)(2)(C)(iv) of this Section must submit un application to the Agency
proposing such rate or rates, and must meet the requirements of subsections
(©)(3)X A) and (c)(3)(B) of this Section, subject to the limitations of subsections
(©)(3)(C; znd (c)(3)(D) ol this Section:

A)

B)

D)

')'be application must be submitted as an aprlication {or a new or revised
federally cnforceable operating permnit for the wGU, and it must inciude o
sumimary of relevant mercury emission data for the EGU, the uit-specific
injcction rate or rates that arc proposed, and detailed information to
support the proposed injecion rate or rates; and

This application must be submitted no later thin the date that activated
carbon must first be injected. For example, the owner or operator of an
EGU that must inject activated carbon pursuant (o subscction {c)(1 X A) of
this subsection musi apply for unit-specific injection rate or rates by J y
{,2009. Thereafiv:. the owner or operator of the EGU may suppicm
application; and

Any decizion of the Agency denying a pexmit or granting a permoit with canditi
that set a Jower injection rate or rates; may be appealed to the Board pursuant 1c
Section 39 of the Act: and

The owner or operator of an EGU may operate at the injection rate or rates
proposed in its applicatton unt] a final decision is made on the application,
including a final decision on anv appzal to the Board.

During any evaluation of the effectiveness of a listed sorbent, an alternative
sorbent, or other technique to contral mercury emissions, the owner or operator of
an EGU necd not comply with the requirements of subsection {¢)(2) of inis
Section for any system needed to carry out the evaluation, as further provided as
follows:

A)

The owner or operator of the EGU must conduct the evaluation in
accordance with a fonnal cvaluation progr ibmitied to the Agency at
least 30 days pror to commencement of we v+ :i1abion;
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5)

B)

&)

D)

The duration and scope of the evaluation may not exceed the duration and
scope reasonably needed to complete the ¢~ ° valuation of the
alternative control technique, as imtially addressed by the owner or
operator in a support document submitted with the evaluation program;

. 2e owner or operator of the EGU must submit a report 1o the Agency no
later than 30 days after the conclusion of the evaluation that describes the
evaluation conducted and which provides the results of the evaluation; and

Ifthe eva’  n of the alternative control technique shows less ¢ ctive
control of o reury emissions from the EGU than was achieved with the
principal contro] technique, the owner or operator of the EGU must
resumme use of the princip | control technique. If the cvaluation of the
altcenative control tec  nue shows comparable effectiveness to the
principal control technique, the owncer or operator of the EGU may ¢ither
continue to use the alternative control techniquce in a manner that is at leas!
as effective as the principal control rechnique, or it may resume usc of e
principal contro] technigue. If the evaluation of the alrernative control
technique shows more stfective contro) of mercury emissions than the
contro!l technique, the owner or operator of the EGU must continue 0 use
the alterpative control technique 10 2 manner that is mo: sctive tian
the onncipal conirol technique, 5o long as it continues to ve subject to this
subsection (c).

In addition to complying with the applicable recordkeeping and monitoring
requirements in Sections 225.240 through 225.290, the owncr or operator of an
EGU that elects to cornply with this Subpart B by means of this Section must
also comply with the following additional requirements:

A)

By

For the first 36 months that injection of sorbent 1s required, it must
maintain records of the usage of sorbent, the fluegas {low rate from the
EGU (and, if the unit is equipped with activated carbon injection prior to a
not-side electrostatic precipiator. flue gas temperature af the miet of the
hot-side clcelrostatic precipitator and in the stack), and the sorbent feed
rale, in pounds per mutlion actual cubic feet of flue, on a weekly average;

After the first 36 mopths that injection of sorbent is required, it must
monitor activated sorbent feed rate to the EGLI, gas flow rate in the stck,
and, if the unit is equipped with activated carhon injection prior to a hot-
side electrosiatic precipitator, 1as temperature at the inlet of the hot-
side eiectrostalic precipitator and 1n the stack. It must automatically
record this data and the sorbent carbon feed rate, in pounds per million
actual cubic feet of flue gas, on an hourly average; and
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d)

7)

®)) if 2 blend of bituminowr and subbituminous coal 13 :red in the EGL, it
mus! keep records of the amount of each type of coal burned and the
required injection rate for injection of activated carbon, on a weekly basis.

Until June 30, 2012, as an alternative to the CEMS or excepted monitoring system
(sorbent trap system) monitoring, recordkeeping, and reporting requirements in
Sectons 223 ” ) thre u .r.290, the owner or operator o: an LGU may et to
COL. Y Wit 1€ cmissio;  e¢ ng, monitworing, recordkeso. | und reportts

n in Section * 15.239(c), (d), (&), (f)(1) and (Z), h)(2), (:)(3) and (4),
an (.

In addition to complying with the applicable reporting requirements tn Sections
225.240 through 225.290, the owner or operator of an EGU that elects to comply
with this Subpart B by means of this Section must also subroit quarterly == rts
for the recordkeeping and moniioring conducied pursuant 1o subsection ( ,  of
this Section.

Emission Standards for Merzury.

Y

2)

3) .

For each EGU 1n an MPS Group that is not addressed by subsection (c)(1)(B) of
this Section, beginaing January 1, 2015 (or such earlier date when the owner or
operator of the EGU notifies the Agency that it will comply with these standards)
and continuing thereafter, the owner or operator of the EGU must comply with
onc of the following standards on a rolling 12-month basis:

A) An emission standard of 0.0080 1b mercury/GWh gross electrical ourput;
or

B) A minimum 90-percent reduction of input mercury.

For each EGU m an MPS Group that has been addresscd under subsection
(c)(1)(B) of this Section, beginning on the date when the owner or operator of the
EGU notifies the Agency that it will comply with thesc standards and continuing
thereafier, the owner or operator of the EGU must compty with one of the
following standards on a rolline ! 2-month basis:

A) An emission standard of 0.0080 ib mercury/GWh gross electrical output;
or

B) A mmimum 90-percent reduction of input mercury.
Compliance with the mercury emission standard or reduction requirement of this

nhsection (d) must be calculated in accordance with Section 225.230(a) or (d), or
" 0 225.232 unti; Decemper 31, 2013.
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4)

Until June 30, 2012, as an alternative to demonstrating compliance with the
emissions standards in this subsection (d), the owner or operator of an EGU may

-elect to comply with the emissions testing requirements in Section 225.239(a)(4),

(®), (©), (d), (&), (O, (8), (0), (3), and (j) of this Subpart.

e) Emission Standards for NO, and SO,.

1)

2)

3)

NO, Emission Standards.

A)

B)

Beginning in calendar year 2012 and continuing in each calendar
thereafter, for the EGUs in each MPS Group, the owner and operator
of the EGUs must comply with an overafl NOx annual emission rate of
po more than 0.11 Ib/million Btu or an emission rate equivalent to 52
percent of the Base Annual Rate of NO, emissions, whichever is more
stringent.

Beginning in the 2012 ozone season and confinuing in each ozone
season thereafter, for the EGUs in each MPS Group, the owner and
operator of the EGUs must comply with an overall NO, seasonal
emission rate of po more than 0.11 1b/million Btu or an emission rate
eqnivalent to 80 percent of the Base Seasonal Rate of NO, emissions,
whichever is more stringent.

SO, Emission Standards.

A)

B)

Beginning in calendar year 2013 and continuing in eslendar year
2014, for the EGUs in each MPS Group, the owner and operator of
the EGUs must comply with an overall SO, annual emission rate of
033 lb/million Btu or a rate equivalent to 44 percent of the Base Rate
oi SO, emussions, whichever is more stringeat.

Beginning in calendar year 2015 and continuing in each calendar year
thereafter, for the EGUs in each MPS Grouping, the owner and
operator of the EGUs must comply with an overall annual emission
rate for SO; of 0.25 Ibs/million Btu or a rate equivalent to 35 percent
of the Base Rate of SO, emissions, whichever is mare stringent.

Ameren MPS Group Maulti-Pollutant Standard

A)

B)

Notwithstanding the provisions of subsections (e)(1) and (2) of this
Section, this subsection (e)(3) applies to the Ameren MPS Group as
described in the notice of intent submitted by Ameren Emnergy
Resources in accordance with snbsection (b) of this Section.

NO, Emisston Standards:
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4)

i) Beginning m the 2010 szone season and coutinuing in each
ozone scason thereafter, for the EGUs in the Ameren MPS
Group, the owner and operator of the EGUs must comply with
ap overall NO, seasonal emission rate of no more than 0.11
Ib/million Btun.

if) Beginning in calendar year 2010 and continuing in calendar
year 2011, for the EGUs in the Ameren MPS Gronp, the owner
and operator of the EGUs must comply with an overall NO,
annual emission rate of no more than 0.14 Ib/million Btu.

iii) Begimning in calendar year 2012 and continuing in each
calendar year thereafter, for the EGUs in the Ameren MPS
Group, the owner and operator of the EGUs must comply with
an overall NO, snnual emission rate of no more than 0.11
Ib/million Btu.

8)] SO, Emission Standards

i) Begionpiog in calendar year 2010 and confinuing in each
calendar year through 2013, for the EGUs m the Ameren MPS
Group, the owner and operator of the EGUs must comply with
an overall SO, annnal emission rate of 0.50 1b/million Btu.

i) In calendar year 2014, for the EGUs in the Ameren MPS
Group, the owner and operator of the EGUs must comply with
an overall SO, annual emission rate of 0.43 Ib/million Btu.

iil) Beginning in calendar year 2015 and confipuing in calendar
year 20316, for the EGUs in the Ameren MPS Gronp, the owner
and operator of the EGUs must comply with an overall SO,
annua} emission rate of (.25 Ib/million Btu.

) Begioning in calendar year 2017 and confinuing in each
calendar year thereafter, for the EGUs m the Ameren MPS
Group, the owner and operator of the EGUs must comply with
an overall SO, annual emission rate of .23 Ib /million Btu.

Compliance with the NO, and SO, emission standards must be demonstrated
in accordance with Sections 225310, 225.410, and 225.510. The owner or
operator of EGUs must complete the demonstration of compliance before
March 1 of the following year for annual standards and before November 1 .
for seasonal standards, by which daté a compliance report must be submitted
to the Agency.

Requirements for NOy and SO, Allowances.
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1) The owner or operator of EGUs in an MPS Group must not sell or trade to any
person or otherwise exchange with or give to eny person NOy allowances
allocated to the EGUs in the MPS Group for vi ™= years 2012 and beyond that
would otherwise | wvailable for sale, trade, ore change .. a result of actions
taker 10 comply v standarls in subsection (e) of this lecuon. Such
allowances that are not retired {or compliance must be surrendered to the Agency
on an annual basis, beginning in calendar yezr 2013. This provision does not
apply to the use, sale, exchange, gift, or trade i allowance: among the EGUs in
an MPS Group.

2) The owners or operators of EGUs in an MPS Group must not sell or frade to any
person or otherwise exchange with or give to any person SO, allowances
allocated tr - = ¥GUs in the MPS Group for vintage years 2013 and beyond that
would ot... . zbe availlable for sale or ttad:  a result of actons taken to
comply with the standards in subsection (¢) ¢ 5 Section. Such allowanccs that
are not retired for compliance, or otherwise s rrendered pursuant 1o a consent
decree (o which the State of [linois isapwr +. st be swrendered to the Agency
on an annual basis, _1mng in calendar vear 14, This provision does not
¢ iply to the use, £~ , =xchange, oift, or trade of allowances among the | “‘n
ar .5 Group. ’

3) The provisions of this subsection (f) do not restrict or inhibit the sale or wading of
allowarnices that become avaiiable from one or more EGUs in a MPS Group as a
result of holding allowances that represent over-corapliance with the NQ, or SO,
standard in sabsection (e) of this Section, once such 2 standard bee-- ecfive,
whether such over-compliance results from control equipment, fuel char
chunges in the method of operation, unit shut downs, or other rcasons.

N
5

4) For purposes of this subsection (f), NO, and SO, sl.owarces mean allowances
necessary for compitance with Scetions 225.310, 225.410, or 225.510, 40 CTR
72, or Subparts AA and AAAA of 40 CFR 96, or any future federal NO, or SO,
emissions trading programs that modify or replace these programs. This Sceiion
does not prohibit the owner or« . . tor of EGUs in an MPS Group from
pu -~ g or otherwise obmain ‘lowances from other sources as allowed by
law  purposes of complying wit .cderal or state requirements, except as
spectically set forth in this Section.

5) By March 1, 2010, and continuing each vear thereafier, the owner or operator of
EGUs tn an MPS Group must submit a report to the Agency that demonstrates
compliance with the requirements of this subscctioz (f) for the previous calendar
year, and which includes identification of any allowances that have been
surrcndered to the USEPA or to the Agency and any aliowances that were sold,
gifted, used, exchanyed, or traded because they bocame available due w over-
compliance. All allowances that are required 10 be surrendered must be
surrendered by August 31, unless USEPA has not yet deducted the allowances

10
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irom the previous year. A final report must be submitted to the Agency by
_ st 31 of each year, veritying that the acrions described wn the initial report

* en place or, if such actions have not taken plac | 8- i rofall
| s taat have occurrec angd tr2 ressons for such ch= 5. IfFUSL2A - -t
deducted the allowances from the previous year by Angus. 31, the finel report will
be due, and all allowarnces required to be surrendered must be surrendered, within
30 days after such deduction occurs.

3

2) Notwithstanding 35 I1l. Adm. Code 201.146(bhh), until an EGU has complied with
the applicable emission standards of subsections (d) and (e) of this Section for 12
months, the owner or operator of the EGU must obtain a construction permit for
any new or modified air pollution confrol equipment that it proposes to constract
for control of emissions of mercury, NOy, or SO,.

(Source: Amended at 33 [11. Reg. 10427, effective Jame 26, 2(09)

Section 225.291 Combioed Pollutant Standard: Purpose

The purpose of Sections 225291 through 225.299 (hereinafter referred to as the Combined
Polintant Standard (“CPS™)) iz to allow an alternate means of compliance with the emissions
standards for mercory in Section 225.230(n) for specified EGUs through permanent shut-down,
installation of ACL, and the application of pollution control technology for NO,, M, and SO,
emissions that also reduce mercury emissions as a co-benefit and to establish permarnent emissions
standards for those specified EGUs. Unless otherwise provided for in the CPS, owners and
operators of those specified EGUs are not excused from comphiance with other applicable
requirements of Subparts B, C, D, and E. '

(Source: Added at 33 1ll. Ruw. 10427, effective June 26, 2009)

Section 225292 Applicability of the Combined Pollutant Stapdard

a) As an alternative to compliance with the emissions standards of Section 225.230(a),
the owner or opcrator of specified EGUs in the CPS located at Fisk, Crawford,
Joliet, Powerton, Waukegan, and Will County power plants may eleet for all of
those EGUs as a gronp to demonstrate compliance pursuant to the CPS, which
establishes control requircments and emissions standards for NO,, PM, SO,, and
mercury. For this purpose, ownership of a specified EGU is determined based on
direct ownership, by holding a majority interest in 2 company that owns the EGU or
EGUs, or by tbe common ownership of the company that owns the EGU, whether
throngh a parent-subsidiary relationship, as a sister corporation, or as an affiliated
corporation with the same parent corporation, provided that the owner or operator
has the right or aathority to submit a CAAPP application on behalf of the EGU.

L1
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EXHIBIT 12

Letter from Laurel Kroack, Illinois EPA
to Cheryl Newton, USEPA

SO; NAAQS Designation Recommendations

(June 2,2011)
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ILLINOIS NVIRONMENTAI. PROTECTION AGENCY

1021 North Grand Avenue East, P.O. Box 19276, Springfield, lllinois 627949276 ¢ (217) 782-2829
james R Thompson Center, 100 West Randolph, Suite 11-300, Chicago, IL 60601 » (312) 814-6026

|;)

217/ 7854140
217/ 782-9143 (TDD)

PAT QUINN, GOVERNOR

June 2, 2011

Ms. Cheryl A. Newton, Director

Office of the Air and Radiation Division

U.S. Eavironmental Protection Agency, Region V (R18))
77 West Jackson Boulevard

Chicago, lllinois 60604-3507

Dear Ms. Newton:

On bebalf of Governor Quinn and pursuant to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency’s
revision to the National Ambient Air Quality Standards (INAAQS) for SO, dated June 2, 2010,

I am submitting our recormnmendations for attainment and nonattainment designations for the
State of Illinois. Included with these recommendations is sypporting documentation prepared by
the lllinois Environmental Protection Agency (Illinois EPA). The Illinois EPA is also providing
this documentation to your staff in electronic format to facilitate your timely review.

Specifically, the following designations are recommended for [linois:

Namnie of Area

County (Partial) Designation
Tazewell County: Tazewell
e Pekin and Cincinnati Townships Nonattainment County
e Remainder of Tazewell County Unclassifiable
La Salle County: ' La Salle
e La Salle Township Nopattainment County
e Remainder of L.a Salle County Unclassifiable
Cook County:
e Lemont Township Nonattainment | Cook County
¢ Remainder of Cook County Unclassifiable
Will County:
» Lockport and DuPage Townships Nonattainment | Will County
o Remainder of Will County Unclassifiable
Madison County: '
e Chouteau and Wood River Nonattainment Madison
e Remainder of Madison County Unclassifiable
All Other Couaties Unclassifiable Tlinois
Eo:wrﬂudlL‘? N. Mam S, Re L&1503 »(815)987.7760 Des Plaimes » 3517 W, H | ¥ N3\ 1 o (RAT7) 2G4 4000

la, )L 6361 » {309) 693-5463
LIl 18206 (217) 2785800
62559 a 1616; 593-7200

Proria « 5418 N. Unin  fy 5L
Champalgn e 21255. 2S¢ C}

Marian = 2309 W. M2 + 16,
T d Faper

Bgin » 595 S State, Bgm,
Burnau of Land — Peort; N
Collimville © 20C . . -~

N21 s (847) 6083121
St Peonz MHGH-(}GQ‘G‘)}S&&Z
L 62234 8 (G18) 346-5) 70
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We are recommending that portions of the following counties be designated as nonattainment for
the 2010 primary 1-hour SO; NAAQS: Tazewell (Pekin and Cincinnati Townships), La Salle
(La Salle Township), Cook (Lemont Township), Will (Lockport and DuPage Townships) and
Madison (Chouteau and Wood River Townships). As violations of the revised SO, standard
have been measured in these areas during 2008-20 10, designating them as nonattainment is
appropriate. We recommend that the remainder of Illinois be designated as unclassifiable.

If there are any questions, please feel free to contact Rob Kaleel (217-524-4343), or myself.
Sincerely,

S WES

Laurel L. Kroack
Chief, Bureau of Air

Attachment





